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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

ES.1 SUMMARY OFHNDINGS

The results of thiottonwood & Edgemont Warehou&mergy Analysis summarized below
based on the significance criteria in Secttoof this report consistent with Appendix G of the
2020 California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Statute and GuideGas£3A Guidelinggl).
TableES1 shows the findings of significance for potential energy impacts under CEQA.

TABLE EE SUMMARY OF CEQA SIGNIFICANCE FINDINGS

Report Significance Findings
Section Unmitigated Mitigated

Analysis

Energy Impact #1: Would the Project result in
potentially significant environmental impact du
to wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary 51 Less Than Significan n/a
consumption of energy resources, during proje
construction or operation?

Energy Impact #2: Would the Project conflict
with or obstruct a state or local plan for 5.2 Less Than Significan n/a
renewable energy or energy efficiency?

ES.2 PROJECREQUIREMENTS

The Project would be required to comply with regulations imposed by the federal and state
agencies that regulate energy use and consumption through various means and programs. Those
that are directly and indirectly applicable to the Project and that wasslist in the reduction of
energy usage include:

T

= —a _& _a _—a -_a

Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991 (ISTEA)
The Transportation Equity Act for thes2Century (TER1
Integrated Energy Policy Report (IEPR)

State of California Energy Plan

Californa Code Title 24, Part 6, Energy Efficiency Standards

AB 1493 PavleiRegulationand Fuel Efficiency Standards

I TETAFT2NYAIFI QA wSySglofS t2NIF2ftA2 {4 yYRINR
Clean Energy and Pollution Reduction Act of 2&E350)

Consistency with the above regulations are discussed in detail in sé&atiothis report.
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1 INTRODUCTION

This report presents the results of the energy analysis prepared by Urban Crossroads, Inc., for
the proposedCottonwood & Edgemont Warehous®oject(Project). The purpose of this report

is to ensure that energy implication is consideredtry City ofMoreno Valley(Lead Agengy as

the lead agency, and to quantify anticipated energy usage associated with construction and
operation of the proposed Project, determine if the usage amounts are efficient, typical, or
wasteful for the land uséype, and to emphasize avoiding or reducing inefficient, wasteful, and
unnecessary consumption of energy

1.1 STELOCATION

The proposed project is locatesbuth of Cottonwood Avenue between Old 215 Frontage Road
and Edgemont Street ithe City of Moreno ¥lley as shown on ExhibitA.

1.2 PRrROJECDESCRIPTION

The Project is proposed to consist of two 49,815 sf warehouse buildings for a total of 99,630 sf
as shown orkxhibit 1B.
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ExHIBITI-A: LOCATIONMMAP
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ExHIBITL-B: STEPLAN

1455502 EA Report O URBAN

CROSSROADS














































































































mailto:hqureshi@urbanxroads.com
mailto:hqureshi@urbanxroads.com
































































































































































































































































